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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 97-2594

KElI TH PEDDI E,

Plaintiff

ver sus

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; | NTERNAL REVENUE;

MARY K. HOWERTON, individually and in her
of ficial capacity; CHARLES R MOBLEY,

individually and in his official capacity;

JAMES R STARKEY, individually and in his
official capacity; GATE CITY TON NG COVPANY

| NCORPORATED; W LLI AMWASHAM i ndi vi dual Iy and
in his official capacity; PO.ICE OFFICER
RAHENKAMP, individually and in his official

capacity; JOHN DOES, 1-10, individually and in
their official capacities; CITY OF GREENSBORG,

ALL DEFENDANTS,

- Appel | ant,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

No. 98-1406

KElI TH PEDDI E,

Plaintiff

ver sus

- Appel |l ant,



PCLI CE OFFI CER RAHENKAMP, individually and in
his official capacity; CITY OF GREENSBORQ,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; | NTERNAL REVENUE;
MARY K. HOWERTON, individually and in her
of ficial capacity; CHARLES R MOBLEY,
individually and in his official capacity;
JAMES R STARKEY, individually and in his
official capacity;, GATE CTY TON NG COVPANY,
| NCORPORATED; W LLI AMWASHAM i ndi vi dual Iy and
in his official capacity; JOHN DCES, 1-10,
individually and in their official capacities;
ALL DEFENDANTS,

Def endant s.

Appeals from the United States District Court for the Mddle
District of North Carolina, at G eensboro. WIlliamL. Osteen, Sr.,
District Judge. (CA-96-634-2)

Subm tted: June 23, 1998 Deci ded: July 20, 1998

Before WLLIAVMS, M CHAEL, and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Keith Peddie, Appellant Pro Se. Richard Farber, Sara S.
Hol der ness, UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE, Washi ngton, D.C. ;
Li ndsay Reeves Davis, Jr., HLL, EVANS, DUNCAN, JORDAN & DAVIS,
G eensboro, North Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel l ant appeals from the district court's orders denying
relief on his 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 (1994), conplaint and inposing at-
torney’s fees and costs in the anmount of $3709.26. W have revi ewed
the record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the reasoni ng of the

district court. See Peddie v. United States, No. CA-96-634-2

(MD.N.C. Cct. 16, 1997; Jan. 30, 1998). W note that Appellant
failed to establish that the United States waived i nmunity under 26
US CA 8§ 7433(a) (West 1989 & Supp. 1998), because Appel |l ant
failed to establish that the United States recklessly or inten-
tionally violated any provision of the Internal Revenue Code. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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